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250%, ^ 400% ^ ^ ^ iffw ^ ci^r 

toy cl4) ^ 3iiq<i|(riai ^ I 

(ii) ■pcitpfn qfR w eRocH aFfcET ietr arfljcf) ^ ^ W ^ ^ wi t=t 'w 11 

cfT^^ ^ aft? ^ MP'Wn ^mr?! iipT ?P^ ciI?T ^ ^ M i >i<;fjrd i' ^ t, 

' ?5I qitcfl^iit? (HPIo'i ^ Wfcl'^fS ^??ft T¥cft 11 ctFTcT ^ 3ft? .ctv ^ FT 

HSfjart attqqq f^4i '4Hi atmsfqtp ^ I 

(ill) WWT ^i!TTWT ('tMlvi'H) aft? (k;44)?[t) ^ urr^ Tfr^t f^ro: jmi? 

TJ^FJ^T^TH 11 ?MFfT Ff ^ JRT^ ^ ^ ^tMcT ^ 3FPR 2 ^ft.S. afR atf^W #4 

^ ^ ^^mft t ^ IR 5 aft? aifSj^fi ^ q? T35t Rldt # I 

(iv) TcTq % ^tcR f^mtcT wfl qq 17 ^ q? q^f^Wt ^ ftcrq 1%q cr^ an^ffer 

qq rtf^Rt ^eqj q^jR f^pqr qnqnri 

(V) qqrft t|ft ^ ^^rqr^ % ifTTT^ if 50% vhhi^ smRl q5t ?r5cT rpj ^ i 

3.1. ^3n^q?Tq ffRT qq ^ % qcfcR ^ ?M^ ^ ftwPTiff q51 # : 

(I) t 3 w w-w ?cR aft? qFRB qqR Prq^ ^ qff t aft? ^t q^ ?M€1 it?t qff q?r qrqft 
11 

(II) 1996 ^f TT^fcqrf ^ ?T?ttqq % ?rqq f^rqfq ^ fcTq q^ Pfiq qTq?T q^ - qq? ari^jq? ^jc?! % qr^q?^ qqqf aft? 

^ qcq ^jc?i ^ qqTff % RPj q5t eft I ?W)^ ^ FT ^ q? frtf^ f^qfqtbl ^ aTHJltqq qncT f? 

•t I amcft qr? q^ ^ ?i7i'raq ^tr ?m ft? i[l%i?tqq qqrq ^Ft+Tf i 

3.2. ?M^ qi?) 1999 ^ qkrq ^ 1%qT eq fct> FT^ q?Tq qqrft qft ^f^Rfqq qqt^ it? qqj T#rf^ qfeq q51 ^ 
afR q^ qq^ aiftcT 1999 qqr ^T ?f ^rnw I 

4. clcq^q i o , tfl'M ^ ?jf*Tq %qT q?T% RTT?ft ^ % ?1?FTT ^ q^f»q^tq?T F q?f^d cftF aft? 

?TPnq % q^quff q5) qTfqn q^ if Heiq-cTq 3T%f^ # gT?r 53 % aqjfq q?t Ffff ^ t \ ft^ atRrfttq qr ^ 
t^trqr eq f?P ^3?Tq5t q?f % qrq qq qvi'tqq qq^ ^ 'jq ?t ^^qq t aft^TTRTrq qft am^ -^qRft ^ ^ arjjftf^ qRT^ % 

, qrqTcT FT qrfltqRR q^t ^ ftTjT qqqqr I I 

5.1, ?M^ q^t qr^ arjPFqr ^qift ftqi q? ^ aft? qciq RqtcF q? atfTrgfe qRcn ?F «q % Ffrq^t ^ HT? ?THRr 

?f g j ta R ^ FT^ FcTiq qft ?1hT tft aff^ ?^q t ftqr wm I aicRT; %TT^ 2000 ^ ?M€I ^ qqjFJt ^ ?TTqRT ?i?ftErq qq 
atqqr q?cnq q?gq 1%qT ®qi ?t i HM ?T?ftEiq % F?nq ?Tm ^ ^antjq?t? % aRqitqq f '•ft ftxn? w; aft? q^Fh-ni ^ 

24 qqpq? 2000 qff qf^fq ^t ft F ’em) q5f q^ I 

5.2. ?tgyq Tgqqr^ if ^aq^FT? ^ fcrftsq f^ttFT W, ft^ q?^ qj^ q^ qraf q^t qtFTqr aft? ?nT!T # ft^f^RacT 
atfoRqj qidl F ’ft 'dccfya fctrqi : 

(I) ?MqT^ aft? qfq-?MqT^ ^ ^ qFFr ftt^ ^ aiF qrq-qMqr^ f argqat®! ^aff qft -qiq?iq<H 
qrft qRcTT I 


(ii) 


iiKii1?fl if aipivi Ffq FFt qrt qTs-^aqr aft? ^ftFR FTT^ ■^t 3TRq-3Fq ftqrf^ fern qq? i 



[■^m—T5R^4] 




3 


(iii) ^ ^iTW ^ Jm ^ 3ft7 ^ ift ^ ^stp? i 

(iv) ^f ^ (w) 3Tf?t^ f I 

6.1. ^KTOfTT ^ ^imWT (#^hr?T) ^ ^rc^»TPI 115^ JTiTR Wi^ 1996 ^ lT>n^ afR % ^TRr ij;fe|Hf| 

■?nfteiT afk ^fjwi ^ ti ?rRT wvi<HtiT 4 ttfh^ ^ ^ 5Rg?T 4 ^ ^>! 

■!?7rJ ^ f^irm ^r aiM^ ^ t\ ^ ¥i^e tot ’rorar t ^ ^ ar^ ^rf^iMrifi 

^ ^rf^“'Tlf*fl'^l 1^T?T 11 TTf^T-dRl-il % 'jytcf: f^RTOT TO 31^ arf^ ^ tPTOT 11 TOR ^TRfTOT ^ 

l^tTOR ^ TOT 13TOI ^ TOT^ TO^sfi TO TO^h TOT ^ irfcT^ TOTO I cT«TiPT, TOT TOf^ -f iT U| ^ ^ "TO pRfiT ^ fcTOT t 

% prf?r-^TT%T#t "af^t TOT TOT% TOT RT TOT TO^TOT TOT TO STTOn f^ifT TOTOTT 1 TOT cR arjTTR, RcTtf^ tM^I ^ 

TORTO Tl'^flTOT % 3T^ TOTTO ^ ^T^TO TORTR TOTOt ^ TO TOTTT^T ftRT t ^T^ TOT Slf^TTOTO ^Tft TO aT^HlTOr 
f^TOT 11 

6 . 2 . TOTOf% R^TO HeTO'l TOTf ^ TTflTOTf ^ Tf>t ifl ^ TOgsff ^ffTOT TOT TOT^ TO 

TORTT 11 3TTTTTCT % RR^ ^ TOft 500/- TOR Jff^ sfR ^RltcT ^ RR^ ^ 900/- TORI ^ I 

6.3. TIH rrtt ^ TiMRf 3fR TOf % TOTOT % RR^ A TOfiTTO ^ tA rJ ^ail % 

TOR^RIcIcR f I IRJTOTit % ^ tot TITRR tMtoT ^ Rtro TTTOTR RR^f A TTOlTOT Rft f%R RR 1^, 3R: 3IRft IMr 
RHJ cTTafi % Rtror? tot ^ ^ TORTjtf?JRT R# %R RR ^ I TOfT Rf&TOTO RfWt€t ^ TRJTO^ ^tT TOTRR TO?flRT TR%T 
3TR^ 3IT^ ^ TOt STTOft TOT ’fRJTOjt ^ RTRTOT TO?ffeR % TORT 3i*tR ^-TfWtR^ TOt toI afTT ^frTiTRd TOTT^ TO 

^3TTR RTO^ ^ ^ I 

7.1. T;M€t ^ TOJTOPf ^ TOTRR TORIRT % 3TR% TtroW if fW^d rIMr TOT^ TO t ^3TT^W ^ 

'JRTI TO Icrf^Tv? ^ Rt GOR ^ W TOIR •• 

(i) Wrt^tTOTR ITTT Rift TO TORR RR T^r cTT^ ^ R^ RT^ T)^ toA % 31^177 RTO^ 7f TOft f^TTO R?1 
TftR 5 TOR ^ TOTTOT 20TORTOT^tR^tlTOtt3frT R^tTO ^1^20TOR^35TOR%^R^taRft%R^ 

RRifr ^f RTTO^t TOft r 51 R^ tl 

(ii) R^lT^tTOT fcrf^ 5RTR TOJ^T RR^ R?1 r 2 TOR % TOfRR TOR ^ TOTTOT STORRT^tR^tafRTO TRR 
^RTO TOft TOJcT TORTT TOR ^T^A/rRI % TORT TOR RRTOT TO 3R1R ftpR TOTR | Rft t^TR^ RT 
3 ^ TOTTO-^JcTOT RjT TOTOTR TOt 4 TO TTTOITR f^RT TOTO f" 1 

(Hi) TOTORR % RTfe 3TTTOR TO 3TTR1^ RTTOT ^ rItoR j^T^TOP 3fR RiRR ip RcT TO '>^) cTT^ TO t{) Rf 

tl 

(IV) ^ Rfrro^/arTOR to tot^ ^ ztowt TOrof to Rm RRif ip firoi ariRfer ^ 

% TOT?#TT ^JcTO TOR 4) Rf 11 

7 . 2 . ^ ?TO HTf&TOTO ^ ?TO^ ^ 3TTTO TO^ ^ RR 4 TOTOtER RR^ TO Mr ^ TORR ^tMW % TOR^ 

TORTR! R) R^ # 3TjH')ftd TO # I 

8. toM) ^ TOFTTO TOfR TOR ^ TORfepT ?TO ^ TO R?) TOt ^ RR b 1 TOTRFR TOTflRR ^ TOR^T RR^ ^ TOT 

OTfWr f^TOR fipR TO ’5TO tl TOT RR^ ^1 ftR RR Mrt^, ^ ^ ^ ^ 

ip ariRift rrtr TfiT^ro ^ rrr '^tor tor' aJk 'rr-^' ^ 3tor-3tto fW?5R to ftR torri tot 

TilTOvT toJr TOTTit Tpt 'RTOyT toJtT TOR 3fR TOR-^TTO TOR’ TOT TORR I 
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9, fmKt ^ ^ sm tt ^ 11 ^ tr^ ^treRft 

TFT f?ff%WT ^ FTfSnFTOT ^ ^f^TTfSrajR SfrfTT I lit ^ ^ W IR^ fiF4T t 

mf^wu i Jij t Rft ^ 3T^ ?iTf*rpr ^ % f^ ^ f^tilRd 4F ar^;^ t aftr wr t 

WT 'jfPnafr ^ ^ ^t4T![ ^ ^ iTOciTafr 45t mf?r^ wr i ^ Tnftt4R^ ^ '4? 

F^Scf wft TET 4^ Tftyif^cT <41 3frf <34<^r TfETt A ^(Jtj'lfl % [^PliPT'd t? 3TTt HWH? cPIR 
47# f?T 47 PTpK f^rw 45# ^ 3r5#r f?f54T «FI #(M 4^ 4? 5g5n4 ftxf cTWT V45 # #4 ^ t 4^ 7M€t ^T 
€pJtRft ^ ft#444 44 451^ 47PT4 4T4T 4^ ^34 tl 7M€t <^1 ^ # PRFl'iM ^7# 3lt7 34# 477TT4 4^ #4T7 % 1#J 

4T%457t4 ^ 4RT ## 44 3TT4F t%4T 44T tl 

10, ?7T 4T4# 47t 45Rf4#t % #714 ?7T 4T#4574 # 544 ^34 f?t> tM# % ^rr# 4# ^ 4FF4 tT 4 ^^4RT 3ffMWT 451 

ejRT 53 ^ 3#t4 4f4xT Tll^ TFT 3TT3T4 ^457 tM# 45t 4# % 4T4 4 ##[# fTf 447# # ^ f?f4lT 11 EIT7T 53 44 57T 
445T7 3444 '(^47 4474774 ^4777 3rf?7#44 ^ 37Tf&4574 47t nR^nle^d 3T4J545 j%4t7<4 45t 77747^4 7447677 ^ ?7cT5t4 45# 44477 457 
^7544# 45747 #47 I 4777 53 % 4444 oTT^J 45# ^ 47^ ^ 7I745R 4?# # 4x74 Rn# 457 45^ 375# 44# R7>7 A I FTpT # # 

77745R % ?7T 777f#7«7 % 37^#7 47 7#t 4574x7# 457 374# 477 # 474 # 4# ^ #74477 45# ■# fcT4 54 714447 457 cTT’J 4 
45# 457 '54 fclf?sid '^wiq fS74T ^ I 37x7 4F 41#45754 TfT## 457 374# 477 # 474 ^ plt|IRxl‘ 477 457 7t?f7#T 45# # I#? 
4574x74 R7T7T 3Tf##44 4?t 4777 53 # '444# 44 3irW7 4 # ^^5774 ^ tl 

1 1 377^445 0777 4474 44 37f&45777 g# 47 ### 4t 4# # 474 t 77747^7 77#44 # 77##T 474# A ■f#4R 1#4T 547 

^ 11 ^ 7f7f#T ^ 47 ### #7 4 c4jM 45T#7t 45#7 11 Tfl## -0777 457 54Tt 47# 457#7t #447 t34t4774 5777 47^4 

f#4 44 37«7Tc744 445 7f7f#T 4# ## 37#^ TflHTRI 5pi4 t t7#l 

12 <7(# 7 14^ 475 4 ', 4 4 ^ 4# 44 7744 #4R-I#4?f # 3714R 57^ '45' 47l#F70T ^377^4774 # 3TW||^44 # theJ 4T44R 

'J714jI f#TC74 4# '457 'f##7 cF74T 11 


477. 77444, 37^447 
[1^7^/nPlV/143/2001/3747 ] 


TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS 
NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, the I Hh April, 2001 


No. TAMP/2/98-CPT. —In exercise of the powers confeircdby Sections 48 and 49 of the Major Port Trusts Act, 
1963 (3 8 of 1963), tlie Tariff Authority for M^or Ports heretoy disposes of the representation submitted by the Eastern India 
SMppers’ Association (EISA) relatingto various charges leaned by the Calcutta Port Trust (CPT), as in the Order appended 
hereto 









[VFT III— 


vrwsFi wra; 


5 



This case relates to a representation made by the Eastern India Shippers 
Associati o n (EISA) about container handling charges, heavy lift charges, on board charges etc. 
attheCPT. 

2. The salient points made in the representations are as follows; 

(i) . During 1906 revision of the CPT Scale of Rates, for the first time commodity 

box rates were introduced for containerised shipments leading to severed 
impact over the earlier rates to the extent of 3(X)% for engineering goods, 
400% for jute goods, 2S(^ for shellac, over 400% for refractories etc. The 
container box rates are, therefore, required to be scaled down to a reasonable 
level. 

(ii) . Terminal Handling Charges (THC) at the Port of Calcutta is exorbitantly high, 

making it one of the costliest ports in the country. There is lack of 
transparency on of the part of lines and their agents In gMng complete breakup 
of THC, which Is nothing but reimbursement of actual costs Incurred. This 
aspects needs to be studied by the TAMP to bring down cost further 

Oil) Heavy lift charges levied at the Calcutta Dock System (CDS) and Haldia Dock 
Complex (HDC) are not uniform. At the CDS heavy lift charges Is levied when 
parcel size Is 2 MT and above, and at the HDC, It Is 5 MT and above. 

(iv) . At the HDC, on export cargo stacked inside the Port, demurrage shall not be 

levied but licence fee for area allotted shall be collected. 

(v) . A relief of 50% of normal charges shall be applicable in case of direct shipment 

of cargo. 

3.1. Responding to the issues raised by the EISA, the CPT has made the following 

comments: 

(0. High freight level and THC are not under its control and these levies are not 
made by the CPT. 

Oi). During the 1996 revision of tariffs, two different box rates - one for high value 
containerised cargo and the other for low value cargo have been introduced 
for export. The CPT has also received representation from various exporters 
on this issue. The charges will be radonalised at the time of next revision of 
rates. 

The CPT also informed during March 98 that it had sat up a committee to 


3.2. 







6 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXITIAORDIN ARY 


[Part III— Sec. 41 


4. Subsequently, the CRT infemied that Its Board of Trustees had sanctioned 

remission under Section S3 of the MPT Act in the existing rates for heavy lift consignments of 
iron and steel handled at the Haldia Dock Complex. Further, It had also infomned that the 
exercise of revision of its Scale of Rates was also completed; and, proposal would be sent to 
this Authority after obtaining approval of its Board of Tmsteas. 

5.1. Several reminders were Issued to the CPT; and, the Port continued to affirm 

that Its proposal for general revision of Its Scale of Rates would be finalised shortly. Finally, the 
CPT did submit its proposal for general revision of tariffs in Sept. 2000. The representati^ of 
the EISA has also been considered alongwith ttie general revision proposal; and, taken up in a 
Joint hearing held on 24 Nov. 2000 in Kolkata. 


5.2. The EISA gave a written submission at the Joint hearing. It refterated the points 

earlier made ar>d also mentioned the following additional points; 


(I). The differential in handling charges between GPY and non CPY does not 
Justify the services not pro\4ded at the non CPY. 

(ii). On board charges at the HOC must be segregated into wharfage and 
stevedoring charges. 

(ill). On board charges at the HOC for fertiliser should be reduced; and, volume 
discounts must be extended to fertilisers also. 


(Iv). Plot rents at the HDC are very high. 

6.1. The existing container handling charges at the Calcutta Dock System (CDS) 

have been in force since October 1996; and, a retrospective review and revision is not possible 
at such a distant date. Cost statement for the container handling activity at the COS, furnished 
by the CPT along vdth its proposal for general revision of tariffs, shows a revenue surplus. This 
clearly Indicates that this activity is cross^subsidising some other activities of the CDS. A final 
view on complete elimination of cross-subsidisation is yet to be taken by us. Prima tacle, such 
an elimination at one go have serious repercussions on low value weak commodities. 
Nevertheless, this Authority has already decided that cross-subsidisation must at least be 
contained at the present level. In line with this approach, even though the CPT has proposed 
increase in container handling charges in its general revision of tariffs proposal, this Authority 
has not approved such Increase. 


6.2. Even though no increase in container handling activity is allowed, the CPT has 
proposed to reduce the box rate for certain commodities. This reduction works out to Rs.500/- 
per TEU in case of imports and Rs.900/' per TEU In case of exports. 

6.3. It is to be admitted that the differential between the CPY and non-CPY rates is 
not commensurate with the services excluded in the case of the latter. Since the revision of 
container handling charges is not allowed in this general revision of tariffs, adjustment of these 
rates has not been carried out in view of Its financial Implications. This Authority, in its Order 
relating to general revision of tariffs at the CPT, has already advised the CPT to further 
rationalise the rates at CPY and non CPY at the time of next general revision of tariffs. 


7.1. In its proposal for general revision of tariffs, the CPT has suggested 

introduction of the following changes which will take care of various Issues agitated by the 
EISA; 


0) The limit of heavy lift has been enhanced at the HDC from 5 tonnes to 20 
tonnes in terms of the common Order Issued by the Authority. Heavy lift 
charges for the category between 20 tonnes to 35 tonnes for iron and ^eel 
has been slightly reduced. 









[^in— 


HTOT TrJTTSr • 


7 


levied only if port equipment is used at the time of delivoiy / receiving Further 
levy of separate wharf^e on heavy lifts has been propos^ to be abolished 

(ill) The volume discount scheme based on the parcel size of the vessel has been 
extended to fertiliser and fertiliser raw materials. 

(Iv) The system of levying demurrage on coal J ore at the HOC has been changed 
to licence fee for the area allotted for stacking of such cargo. 

7 2 The proposals of the CPT mentioned above have already been approved by 

this Authority earlier today while deciding the case relating to revision of the CFT Scale of 
Rates 

B The issue relating to the on-board charge at the HDC has already been 

elaborately dealt with by this Authority in the case relating to general revision of CFT Scale of 
Ratos As has boon decidod In that case, sogregabon of on-board charges at the HDC Into 
'stevedonng charge' and 'v^arfage' will be made at the time of next general revision of tariffs 
In the meanwhile, the on-board charges will be termed as ‘on board and wharfage charges’ 

9 The issues raised by the EISA about the Terminal Handling Charges (THC) are 
relevant Subject to fulfillment of certain conditions, regulation of the THC comes under the 
ambit of this Authorit/a Jurisdiction Recently, the MBPT has proposed to regulate the THC 
and requested the Authority to fix the ceiling rates tor various sen/ice components ccvered by 
the THC, and, the Port will enforce such rates while authorising the service providers to render 
such services within the port limits This Authority has circulated the MBF^ model to all the 
port trusts and requested them to consider formulating their proposals for regulation of THC in 
their ports accordingly Nearly one year has elapsed since such advice was given to the CPT, 
but, no proposal for regulation of THC at the CPT has been received The CPT is urged to look 
into this issue immediately and forward its proposal to this Authority for consideration 

10 During the processing of this case, it has come to the knowledge of this 
Authority that the Board of Trustees of the CPT has reduced some of the charges prescribed in 
the Scale of Rates of the CPT by invoking the powers conferred to it under Section 53 of the 
MPT Act Such recourse to Section 53 will amount to a misuse of the provision interfering with 
the general system of tariff fixation envisaged on the Authority in the MPT Act The Govt has 
issued many instructions In the past to the Port Trusts about applying the provision of Section 
53 Recently, the Govt hat, at this Authority's Instance again written to all the major ports 
advising them not to apply such provisions to tinker with the rates in their Scales of Ra^ This 
Authority, therefore, advises the CPT to refrain from invoking the provisions of Section 53 of the 
MPT Act to modify the rates prescribed in Its Scale of Rates 

1 1 Most of the issues raised by the Applicant have been dealt with In the case 
relating to general revision of Scale Rates of the CPT On certain limited Issues, the CPT is 
to take immediate action The action to be taken by the CPT is not confined only to the 
representation filed by the EISA but is general in nature 

12 In the result, and for the reasons given above, and based on a collective 
application of mind, this Authority decides to dispose of the representation of the EISA as 
superfluous 


S SATHYAM, Chairman 
lAdvL IIiyrV/143/2001/ Exty J 
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